Interview Summary 


Application No. 

10/605,394 


Applicant(s) 
HOFFMAN ET AL. 


Examiner 

Stephen Gravini 


Art Unit 

3749 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 
(1 ) Stephen Gravini (PTO pers) . (3) 



(2) Mark Hull (appl rep) . (4). 
Date of Interview: 27 March 2006 . 

Type: a)S Telephonic b)D Video Conference 
c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1-16.21 and 22 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: of record . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)E3 was reached. g)D was not reached. h)Q N/A. 



2)D applicant's representative] 
eM No. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 

Attachment to a signed Office action. Examiner's signature, if required 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office ** ~ 

PTOL-413 (Rev. 04-03) Interview Summary Paper No. 20060402 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 
Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of interview Must be Made of Record 

A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference, or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the 
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as 
warranting favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1 . 1 1 1 , 1 .1 35. (35 U.S.C. 132) 

37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing. 
All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and 
Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written record in the Office. No attention will be paid to 
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt. 



The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless 
the examiner indicates he or she will do so. It is the examiner's responsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 
which bear directly on the question of patentability. 

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed during the 
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction 
requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 812.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the 
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is required. 

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 
"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other 
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication. ' 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 
attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does 
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case. It 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview 
unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed, 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 
Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner, 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by 
the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication, "Interview Record OK" on the 
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials. 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 10/605,394 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Examiner invited election of claims drawn to a complex restriction of 
apparatus, methods, and subcombinations thereof. It was also discussed that two groups of the restricted claims are 
considered allowable over the prior art and offered to cancel a potential group of non-elected claims in order to pass 
the application to issue. The prior art references cited in this application are considered by the examiner to anticipate 
and/or obviate including double patenting some of the claimed inventions. Applicants 1 representative submitted a 
preliminary amendment to the request for continuing application that would allow the application for issue. As such, all 
pending claims submitted in response to the Office restriction requirement are considered allowable over the prior art. 
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MAR. 30. 2006 3:52PM CALFEE HALTER GRISWOLD 



-NO. 8942 — P. 2 



Customer N)mft P r 

24024 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In re application of: 

Hoffinan et al. 



Serial No.: 

Filed: 

For: 



10/605,394 
September 27, 2003 

AIR DRYER MOUNTING 
ASSEMBLY 



Examiner: 



S. Gravini 



Dear Sir: 



-P ROPOSED AMENDMENT 



Art Unit: 3749 

Confirmation No. : 23 92 

Attorney Docket No.; 28679/05100 
(02-048US) 



Please amend the above-referenced application as follows: 

ame J ! ^ ^ "° ^ ^ ^ *" ** d * this 

r r ' Sh ° Uld " C ° mmiSSi0Qer ** >»> *e or fee deficiency is doe, 

th Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any and all fees incurred as a result 0 
entenng this amendment and response to depo.it account number 03-0172 
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-NO. 8942 — P. 3- 




IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK 



In re application of: 

Hoffinan et al, 

Serial No.: 10/605,394 
Filed: September 27, 2003 



For: 



ADX DRYER MOUNTING 
ASSEMBLY 



OFFICE 

Examiner: \ S. Gravini 

Art Unit: 3749 

Confirmation No.: 2392 

Attorney Docket No.: 28679/05100 
(02-048US) 



Dear Sir: 



AMENDMENT 



Please amend the above-referenced application as follows: 

amen, " ! ^ ^ " *" " ^ ^ « «f this 

3 11,6 C ° mmiSSi0iier dCdde th8t ^ fte - f " — * is due, 

ITT " ^ aUth ° riZed t0 *"» ^ - - burred as a Lit 0 
entering this amendment and response to deposit account number 03-01 72 



t 



rktfTSl TAff*T-T THAA . ♦ 
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Application No.; 10/605 394 

Examiner: S. Gravini ' Attorney Docket No.: 28679/05100 (02-048 US) 



INTHBn ATivrg 



1-2. (Canceled) 



1ST! T** * ^ ls * mbly ° f dato 3 - — - - — * 

arms »d prevent, ^ ofMld * ^ whe „ ^ „ ^ . ^ to 
MCuncnUy tended) He * dry* Msembly of chim 

assembly is need a connection with a commercial vehicle air brake system. 

7. (Currently amended) The air dryer amah. ._m.. , 

dealer, . ■ ° f C,a,m ""'^ whe *i" 

^~mdg, coma™ a se, of threads which are need to thread the cartridge onto »**t 
™r r nn r en fag m, , . ^ i uulUu l „ 8aid ^ ^ ^ 

end stud threaded portion m afeew^wfeg llu^Hto^I mm. 
9-14. (Canceled) 

ci^T'rr A ^ ° f *** * " ' * «— <*• ^cle, 

comprising the steps of: 
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Application No,: 10/605,394 

Examiner: S. Gravini Attorney Docket No.: 28679/05 100 (02-048 US) 

purging the desiccant bed with a puree flow fi™, . 
deaiccant bed; and P,,rSe ^ to re ^™ te *• 

exhausting said purge flow after it haa paased through said desicoant bed- 
whereu, said purge flow paa.es ^ m ^ votae via , 
winch a fastener securing said air dryer «o the vehicle is inserted through- 
wherent said purge How passe, external to said ftstener. 

16. (Previously presented) An air dryer assembly comprising. 

reservo: * -* - — - 

wherein means for securing said air drye, includes . nte™ for communing * 
between aatd » dryor and said purge volunte and a fastening raMns ^ ^ 

ZZZTZ* betWMn said * *~ ffid taii «■ — ' - — « Zs 

a» dryer and sard purge volume passes external to „id fastening meMls . 
17-22. (Canceled) 

.tsr r amo ^ ta ^ fercoup ^ ,os " d ^ 8 " d ~^^^™g 

aheightthatislesstban50 perc entofsiudrailheight. 
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Application No.: 10/605,394 A « t> , 

Examiner: S. Gravini Attomey Docket No " 28679/05100 (02-048 US) 

25. (New) The method of claim 15 wherein one or more stabilizing mechanisms interlock to 
prevent rotation of the air dryer relative to the vehicle. 

26. (New) The method of claim 25 wherein said one or more stabilizing mechanisms includes a 
second fastener received by a threaded member. 

27. (New) The air dryer assembly of claim 16 wherein said external reservoir includes a 
mounting bracket for coupling to a rail of a commercial vehicle. 

28. (New) The air dryer assembly of claim 27 wherein said rail of said commercial vehicle has a 
heaght, and wherein said mounting bracket includes a height that is less than 50 percent of said 
rail height. 

29. (New) The air dryer assembly of claim 16 wherein said means for communicating air 
between said air dryer and said purge volume includes a bore in said manifold. 

30. (New) The air dryer assembly of claim 29 further comprising a mounting extension, wherein 
said bore extends through said mounting extension. 

31. (New) The air dryer assembly of claim 16 wherein said reservoir includes a purge hole in 
communication with said means for communicating air between said air dryer and said purge 
volume. 
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Application No.: 10/605.394 am y> , 

Examiner: S.Gravini Attorney Docket No.: 28679/05 100 (02-048 US) 

REMARKS 

Claims 1-22 are pending in this application. By this amendment, claims 1-2, 9-14 and 
17-22 have been canceled. Claims 3-8 have been amended to depend from independent claim 16 
and new claims 23-26 and 27-3 1 have been added to depend from independent claims 1 6 and 1 5, 
respectively. No new matter has been added by this amendment. 

CONCLUSION 

Based on the foregoing amendments, Applicants believe that all of the claims in this case 
are in condition for allowance and an indication to that effect is respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Date: flton30,Z606 



MarkrRHull,Reg.No.54,: 



753 

(216)622-8419 



f 1 ITTl f m * mm ?•»«•■»«-. a » 
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Facsimile Cover 



Catfee, Hslter & Gnswold LLP 

Date: March 30, 2006 >400MeDoMjdi ft v«i»«ntc«itcf 

To: Stephen Gravini, Examiner XKiK^Hag 

USPTO 216.622.8200 Phone 

Fax Number: 1.571.273.4875 a*"***. 

t0 5? Above Fax Number: JJSX? 1 " 

^ontirmahon Phone Number: Cohan*™, owo 43215-4 



From: Mark R. Hull, Esq. 

Direct Dial Phone Number: 216.622.8419 



Columbus, Ohio 43215-4243 
614.621.1500 Phone 
614.621.0010 Fax 



Client Number: 28679 Matter Number- 05 ion nww « ... ^ 

«er iNumoer. 05100 Client Name: Bendix Commercial Vehicle Systems 

Number of Pages: 6 



Message: 

Dear Stephen Gravini; 



entered as an Bammert STStl^ «"^«. « P»po«ed amendment to be 
matter (U elato 15 i* uJSS^KSES^ an< "™ ble 

esses.- 1 - •^=»™^%-. 

Respectfully 

Mark R. Hull 
Registration No. 54,753 
(216) 622-8419 

recipient, you are hereby notified tha i my « ^ ttaasimssion sheet If you are not the intomded 

Fax Operator's Initials; SentBy; A SU 
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